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1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawing of elected 
species 1, fig. 1 must show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. 
Therefore, the features "first and second contact elements... common manner" in claim 

1, lines 1-2 and claim 11, lines 4-5; the features "to be joined ...circuit board" in claims 2 
and 12, line 3 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new 
matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
,of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

2. Claims 1 -7, 9, 1 1 -1 7 & 1 9 are objected to because in claims 1 & 1 1 , it is unclear 
how the first and second contact elements could configure to be joined in an electrically 
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common manner since such features are not shown in the elected species 1, fig. 1; 
claims 2 & 12, line 3, the feature "to be joined... circuit board" is unclear since it is not 
shown in fig. 1. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

4. (b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1,4, 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Hughes et al (130). 

Insofar as the claims can be understood, Hughes, Figs. 1-3 show first and 
second contact elements 24, 26 configured to be joined in an electrically common 
manner by a member 22, the first and second contact beams 60, 48 that are oriented to 
project toward one another in overlapping pattern. 

"As to claims 4 & 14, the first and second contact pairs of contact beams oriented 
to project toward one another in an alternating interleaved order. 

As to claims 1 1 , an electrical socket 2, a housing 4, a plurality of contacts 6, first 
and second contact elements (24, 26), first and second beams (48, 60). 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 10/624,856 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2833 

7. Claims 2, 5-7, 9, 12, 15-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hughes et al (130) in view of Yeh and Siedler. 

As to claims 2, 5, 12, 15, Hughes does not show the base portions of the first and 
second contact elements being formed separate from one another and are configured to 
be joined to a common conductive path on a circuit board. Yeh, Figs. 1-2 show base 
portions of first and second contact elements 2 being formed separate from one another 
and are configured to be joined to a common conductive path on a circuit board (not 
shown). It would have been obvious to one with skill in the art to modify the connector 
of Hughes by forming the base portions of the first and second contact elements to be 
separate from one another and to be joined to a common conductive path on a circuit 
board, as taught by Yeh, in order to allow easier assembly. 

As to claims 6, 16, to form the first and second contact beams to be deflectable 
into alignment in common plate would have been obvious, as show in Fig. 2 of Yeh in 
order to provide proper connection. 

As to claims 7, 17, to form the first and second contact beams to be oriented to 
convey current along first and second paths and aligned in substantially parallel vertical 
planes would have obvious, as shown in fig. 2 of Yeh, in order to provide proper 
connections. 

As to claims 9, 19, to provide the base portions with prongs and solders to be 
joined to the circuit board are old and well known in the art. However, Seilder, figs. 1-2 
show base portions 16 with prongs and solder paddles 28 to join to a circuit board 12. It 
would have been obvious to modify the connector of Hughes in view of Yeh by providing 
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the prong with solder paddles, as taught by Seidler, in order to permanently secure the 
contacts to the board. 

8. Claims 3 and 1 3 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, 9, 11-17 and 19 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

As to the remarks of the objections of the drawing. Applicant argues that figs. 4 
and 5 illustrates the contact beams are (116, 118), (166, 168) to be integrally formed 
with one another through end walls and a center beam and therefore they are believed 
to clearly illustrate and fully support the recitation of first and second contact elements 
configured to be joined in an electrically common manner. The examiner agrees that 
figs. 4 and 5 are shown such features. However, the contact elements of fig. 1 is the 
elected species and therefore the examiner disagrees such features are shown in fig.1. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Hien D. Vu at 
telephone number (571) 272-2016. 




Vu/ds 
05/20/05 



HIENVU 



